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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicants election without traverse of group I (Claims 1-4, 9-12, and 18) in the 
reply filed on 1/3/2006 is acknowledged. 

Claims 1-4, 9-12, 18 are pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 9-12 and 18 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argued that Liddy does not teach the claimed limitation of claims 1 and 

9. 

In response: As to claims 1 and 9, Liddy teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a first searching said database to retrieve data based on said query" as the user 
enters a query, possibly a natural language query, the system processes the query to 
generate an alternative representation query, this query representation is matched to 
the relevant document database and measures of relevance generated for the 
document (col. 2, lines 48-50; col. 28, lines 15-40); 

"presenting retrieved data to a user" as presenting retrieved documents to the 
user (col. 28, lines 30-35); 

"receiving user input based on said user input based on said retrieved data" as 
the user select retrieved documents, if the user has marked document deemed by the 
user to be particularly relevant, the user can invoke the more-like-marked feature, which 
causes the query representation to be modified in view of the documents and the 
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refined query to be rerun. The above information shows that the system has received 
user's input based on retrieved documents (col. 28, lines 30-40); 

"transforming said database based on said user input to generate a transformed 
database" as after receiving user's input, the refined query to be rerun. Matcher 55 
matches documents by comparing the documents with the query and assigning each 
document with a similarity score for the query. The matcher determines the similarity 
between query and documents. The above information shows that each document is 
converted by changing similarity measure of each document (col. 28, lines 30-40; col. 
21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear transform 
matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, changing 
distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting features 
within said database" as the matching score between the query and document is 
determined the correlation or association between them, which is computed by a 
similarity measure that treats the query and document vectors as two data points in the 
multi-dimensional space and then computes the distance between these two data 
points. The above information shows that the transforming of each document 
comprises changing distance/similarity measure with the document for the refined query 
or each time user's input (col. 23, lines 1-32; col. 21, lines 25-67); 

"successively searching said transformed database to retrieved data" as the 
output of the matcher is a ranked lists of documents assigned to folder and the rank 
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position of a document with each folder is determined by a similarity score computed in 
DR-Link matcher (col. 33, lines 4-10); 

"repeating steps b through e until the results for the said query is satisfied" as 
(figs. 9A-9B, col. 28, lines 10-42). 

For the above reason, examiner believed Liddy teaches the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-2, 9-10 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Liddy et al (or hereinafter "Liddy") (US 5963940). 

As to claims 1 and 9, Liddy teaches the claimed limitations: 
"a first searching said database to retrieve data based on said query" as the user 
enters a query, possibly a natural language query, the system processes the query to 
generate an alternative representation query, this query representation is matched to 
the relevant document database and measures of relevance generated for the 
document (col. 2, lines 48-50; col. 28, lines 15-40); 
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"presenting retrieved data to a user" as presenting retrieved documents to the 
user (col. 28, lines 30-35); 

"receiving user input based on said user input based on said retrieved data" as 
the user select retrieved documents, if the user has marked document deemed by the 
user to be particularly relevant, the user can invoke the more-like-marked feature, which 
causes the query representation to be modified in view of the documents and the 
refined query to be rerun. The above information shows that the system has received 
user's input based on retrieved documents (col. 28, lines 30-40); 

"transforming said database based on said user input to generate a transformed 
database" as after receiving user's input, the refined query to be rerun. Matcher 55 
matches documents by comparing the documents with the query and assigning each 
document with a similarity score for the query. The matcher determines the similarity 
between query and documents. The above information shows that each document is 
converted by changing similarity measure of each document (col. 28, lines 30-40; col. 
21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear transform 
matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, changing 
distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting features 
within said database" as the matching score between the query and document is 
determined the correlation or association between them, which is computed by a 
similarity measure that treats the query and document vectors as two data points in the 
multi-dimensional space and then computes the distance between these two data 
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points. The above information shows that the transforming of each document 
comprises changing distance/similarity measure with the document for the refined query 
or each time user's input (col. 23, lines 1-32; col. 21, lines 25-67); 

"successively searching said transformed database to retrieved data" as the 
output of the matcher is a ranked lists of documents assigned to folder and the rank 
position of a document with each folder is determined by a similarity score computed in 
DR-Link matcher (col. 33, lines 4-10); 

"repeating steps b through e until the results for the said query is satisfied" as 
(figs. 9A-9B, col. 28, lines 10-42). 

As to claims 2 and 10, Liddy teaches the claimed limitation "reformulating the 
query based on user input and wherein said searching said transformed database 
comprises searching said transformed database based on said reformulated query (col. 
28, lines 30-40; col. 21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35). 

As to claim 18, Liddy teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a search component for searching said database to retrieve data based on said 
query" as the user enters a query, possibly a natural language query, the system 
processes the query to generate an alternative representation query, this query 
representation is matched to the relevant document database and measures of 
relevance generated for the document (col. 2, lines 48-50; col. 28, lines 15-40); 
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"a representation component for presenting retrieval data to user" as presenting 
retrieved documents to the user (col. 28, lines 30-35); 

"a receiver component for receiving user input based on said retrieval data" as 
the user select retrieved documents, if the user has marked document deemed by the 
user to be particularly relevant, the user can invoke the more-like-marked feature, which 
causes the query representation to be modified in view of the documents and the 
refined query to be rerun. The above information shows that the system has received 
user's input based on retrieved documents (col. 28, lines 30-40); 

"a transformation component for transforming said database based on said suer 
input to generate a transform database" as after receiving user's input, the refined query 
to be rerun. Matcher 55 matches documents by comparing the documents with the 
query and assigning each document with a similarity score for the query. The matcher 
determines the similarity between query and documents. The above information shows 
that each document is converted by changing similarity measure of each document (col. 
28, lines 30-40; col. 21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear transform 
matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, changing 
distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting features 
within said database" as the matching score between the query and document is 
determined the correlation or association between them, which is computed by a 
similarity measure that treats the query and document vectors as two data points in the 
multi-dimensional space and then computes the distance between these two data 



Application/Control Number: 09/237,646 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2162 

points. The above information shows that the transforming of each document 
comprises changing distance/similarity measure with the document for the refined query 
or each time user's input (col. 23, lines 1-32; col. 21 , lines 25-67); 

"wherein said system successively searches said transformed database to 
retrieve data and present retrieved data to the user until the query is satisfied" as (figs. 
9A-9B, col. 28, lines 10-42). 

4. Claims 1, 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

De Bonet (or herein after "De") (US 5852823). 

As to claims 1 and 9, Liddy teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a first searching said database to retrieve data based on said query" as (col. 22, 

lines 45-60); 

"presenting retrieved data to a user" as (col. 22, lines 45-60); 

"receiving user input based on said user input based on said retrieved data" as 
(col. 22, lines 60-67); 

"transforming said database based on said user input to generate a transformed 
database" as (col. 22, lines 60-67; col. 23, lines 1-7; col. 12, lines 55-60); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear transform 
matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, changing 
distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting features 
within said database" as (col. 22, lines 60-67; col. 23, lines 1-7; col. 12, lines 55-60; col. 
12, lines 55-60; col. 13, lines 15-45); 
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"successively searching said transformed database to retrieved data" as (col. 23, 
lines 1-15); 

"repeating steps b through e until the results for the said query is satisfied" as 
(col. 23, lines 1-15; col. 15, lines 1-7). 

As to claim 18, De teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a search component for searching said database to retrieve data based on said 
query" as (col. 22, lines 45-60); 

"a representation component for presenting retrieval data to user" as (col. 22, 
lines 45-60); 

"a receiver component for receiving user input based on said retrieval data" as 
(col. 22, lines 60-67); 

"a transformation component for transforming said database based on said user 
input to generate a transform database" as (col. 22, lines 60-67; col. 23, lines 1-7; col. 
12, lines 55-60); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear 
transform matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, 
changing distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting 
features within said database" as (col. 22, lines 60-67; col. 23, lines 1-7; col. 12, lines 
55-60; col. 12, lines 55-60; col. 13, lines 15-45); 



Application/Control Number: 09/237,646 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2162 

"wherein said system successively searches said transformed database to 
retrieve data and present retrieved data to the user until the query is satisfied" as (col. 
23, lines 1-15; col. 15, lines 1-7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5'. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 -2, 9-1 0 and 1 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Liddy in view of Jain et al (or hereinafter "Jain") (US 5983237). 

As to claims 1 and 9, Liddy teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a first searching said database to retrieve data based on said query" as the user 
enters a query, possibly a natural language query, the system processes the query to 
generate an alternative representation query, this query representation is matched to 
the relevant document database and measures of relevance generated for the 
document (col. 2, lines 48-50; col. 28, lines 15-40); 

"presenting retrieved data to a user" as presenting retrieved documents to the 
user (col. 28, lines 30-35); 

"receiving user input based on said user input based on said retrieved data" as 
the user select retrieved documents, if the user has marked document deemed by the 
user to be particularly relevant, the user can invoke the more-like-marked feature, which 
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causes the query representation to be modified in view of the documents and the 
refined query to be rerun. The above information shows that the system has received 
user's input based on retrieved documents (col. 28, lines 30-40); 

"transforming said database based on said user input to generate a transformed 
database" as after receiving user's input, the refined query to be rerun. Matcher 55 
matches documents by comparing the documents with the query and assigning each 
document with a similarity score for the query. The matcher determines the similarity 
between query and documents. The above information shows that each document is 
converted by changing similarity measure of each document (col. 28, lines 30-40; col. 
21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear transform 
matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, changing 
distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting features 
within said database" as the matching score between the query and document is 
determined y the correlation or association between them, which is computed by a 
similarity measure that treats the query and document vectors as two data points in the 
multi-dimensional space and then computes the distance between these two data 
points. The above information shows that the transforming of each document 
comprises changing distance/similarity measure with the document for the refined query 
or each time user's input (col. 23, lines 1-32; col. 21, lines 25-67); 

"successively searching said transformed database to retrieved data" as the 
output of the matcher is a ranked lists of documents assigned to folder and the rank 
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position of a document with each folder is determined by a similarity score computed in 
DR-Link matcher (col. 33, lines 4-10); 

"repeating steps b through e until the results for the said query is satisfied" as 
(figs. 9A-9B, col. 28, lines 10-42). 

Liddy does not explicitly the claimed limitation "retrieving multidimensional data 
from a database in response to a user query". Jain teaches retrieving image as 
multidimensional data from a database in response to a user query (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to apply Jain's teaching of retrieving image as multidimensional 
data from a database in response to a user query to Liddy's system in order to retrieves 
a large number of image in a database corresponding user's desire. 

As to claims 2 and 10, Liddy teaches the claimed limitation "reformulating the 
query based on user input and wherein said searching said transformed database 
comprises searching said transformed database based on said reformulated query (col. 
28, lines 30-40; col. 21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35). 

As to claim 18, Liddy teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a search component for searching said database to retrieve data based on said 
query" as the user enters a query, possibly a natural language query, the system 
processes the query to generate an alternative representation query, this query 
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representation is matched to the relevant document database and measures of 
relevance generated for the document (col. 2, lines 48-50; col. 28, lines 15-40); 

"a representation component for presenting retrieval data to user" as presenting 
retrieved documents to the user (col. 28, lines 30-35); 

"a receiver component for receiving user input based on said retrieval data" as 
the user select retrieved documents, if the user has marked document deemed by the 
user to be particularly relevant, the user can invoke the more-like-marked feature, which 
causes the query representation to be modified in view of the documents and the 
refined query to be rerun. The above information shows that the system has received 
user's input based on retrieved documents (col. 28, lines 30-40); 

"a transformation component for transforming said database based on said user 
input to generate a transform database" as after receiving user's input, the refined query 
to be rerun. Matcher 55 matches documents by comparing the documents with the 
query and assigning each document with a similarity score for the query. The matcher 
determines the similarity between query and documents. The above information shows 
that each document is converted by changing similarity measure of each document (col. 
28, lines 30-40; col. 21, lines 25-67; col. 22, lines 1-35); 

"wherein said transforming comprises at least one of modifying a linear transform 
matrix of the database, transforming the feature space of the database, changing 
distance/similarity measures within said database, and changing weighting features 
within said database" as the matching score between the query and document is 
determined the correlation or association between them, which is computed by a 
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similarity measure that treats the query and document vectors as two data points in the 
multi-dimensional space and then computes the distance between these two data 
points. The above information shows that the transforming of each document 
comprises changing distance/similarity measure with the document for the refined query 
or each time user's input (col. 23, lines 1-32; col. 21, lines 25-67); 

"wherein said system successively searches said transformed database to 
retrieve data and present retrieved data to the user until the query is satisfied" as (figs. 
9A-9B, col. 28, lines 10-42). 

Liddy does not explicitly the claimed limitation "retrieving multidimensional data 
from a database in response to a user query". Jain teaches retrieving image as 
multidimensional data from a database in response to a user query (col. 4, lines 30-55). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to apply Jain's teaching of retrieving image as multidimensional 
data from a database in response to a user query to Liddy's system in order to retrieves 
a large number of image in a database corresponding user's desire. 

7. Claims 3-4 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Liddy in view of Jain et al (or hereinafter "Jain") and further in view of Kirsch et al 
(or hereinafter "Kirsch") (US 5845278). 
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As to claims 3 and 1 1 , Liddy does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"extracting indices from said database and wherein said searching is preceded by 
retrieving indices to focus said search on indexed information in said database". 

Kirsch teaches the individual collection indexes are transported over the Internet 
86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are utilized with accesses of the 
collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 90 and 92 based on the 
indexes. The above information shows that indexes are retrieved for transported over 
the Internet and are used to search the collections 88, 90 and 92 (fig. 5, col. 14, lines 
62-67; col. 15, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Kirsch's teaching of the individual collection indexes 
are transported over the Internet 86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are 
utilized with accesses of the collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 
90 and 92 based on the indexes to Liddy's system in order to provide an efficient and 
effective method for searching the most relevant information database based on 
indexes. 

As to claims 4 and 12, Liddy does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"applying said extracted indexes to said transformed database". 

Kirsch teaches the individual collection indexes are transported over the Internet 
86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are utilized with accesses of the 
collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 90 and 92 based on the 
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indexes. The above information shows that indexes are retrieved for transported over 
the Internet and are used or apply to search the collections 88, 90 and 92 (fig. 5, col. 14, 
lines 62-67; col. 15, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Kirsch's teaching of the individual collection indexes 
are transported over the Internet 86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are 
utilized with accesses of the collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 
90 and 92 based on the indexes to Liddy's system in order to provide an efficient and 
effective method for searching the most relevant information database based on 
indexes. 

8. Claims 3-4 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Liddy in view of Kirsch et al (or hereinafter "Kirsch") (US 5845278). 

As to claims 3 and 1 1 , Liddy does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"extracting indices from said database and wherein said searching is preceded by 
retrieving indices to focus said search on indexed information in said database". 

Kirsch teaches the individual collection indexes are transported over the Internet 
86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are utilized with accesses of the 
collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 90 and 92 based on the 
indexes. The above information shows that indexes are retrieved for transported over 
the Internet and are used to search the collections 88, 90 and 92 (fig. 5, col. 14, lines 
62-67; col. 15, lines 1-10). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Kirsch's teaching of the individual collection indexes 
are transported over the Internet 86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are 
utilized with accesses of the collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 
90 and 92 based on the indexes to Liddy's system in order to provide an efficient and 
effective method for searching the most relevant information database based on 
indexes. 

As to claims 4 and 12, Liddy does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"applying said extracted indexes to said transformed database". 

Kirsch teaches the individual collection indexes are transported over the Internet 
86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are utilized with accesses of the 
collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 90 and 92 based on the 
indexes. The above information shows that indexes are retrieved for transported over 
the Internet and are used or apply to search the collections 88, 90 and 92 (fig. 5, col. 14, 
lines 62-67; col. 15, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Kirsch's teaching of the individual collection indexes 
are transported over the Internet 86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are 
utilized with accesses of the collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 
90 and 92 based on the indexes to Liddy's system in order to provide an efficient and 
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effective method for searching the most relevant information database based on 
indexes. 

9. Claims 2 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
De Bonet (US 5852823) in view of Jain et al (or hereinafter "Jain") (US 5983237). 

As to claims 2 and 10, De teaches the claimed limitation "reformulating the query 
based on user input and wherein said searching said transformed database comprises 
searching said transformed database based on said reformulated query 1 . 

Jain teaches sends refinement parameters based on user input to a query 
refinement for modification of a query. The query refinement processor may send a 
new query structure for refinement of the database query to query processor to produce 
a new set of query results (col. 4, lines 42-48). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Jain's teaching of sends refinement parameters based 
on user input to a query refinement for modification of a query. The query refinement 
processor may send a new query structure for refinement of the database query to 
query processor to produce a new set of query results to De's system in order to 
improve the performance of retrieving visual information from a database by provide the 
most relevance document to user's request. 
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10. Claims 3-4 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over De in view of Jain et al (or hereinafter "Jain") (US 5983237) and further in view of 
Kirsch et al (or hereinafter "Kirsch") (US 5845278). 

As to claims 3 and 1 1, De does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"extracting indices from said database and wherein said searching is preceded by 
retrieving indices to focus said search on indexed information in said database". 

Kirsch teaches the individual collection indexes are transported over the Internet 
86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are utilized with accesses of the 
collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 90 and 92 based on the 
indexes. The above information shows that indexes are retrieved for transported over 
the Internet and are used to search the collections 88, 90 and 92 (fig. 5, col. 14, lines 
62-67; col. >15, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Kirsch's teaching of the individual collection indexes 
are transported over the Internet 86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are 
utilized with accesses of the collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 
90 and 92 based on the indexes to De's system in order to provide an efficient and 
effective method for searching the most relevant information database based on 
indexes. f 

As to claims 4 and 12, Liddy does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"applying said extracted indexes to said transformed database". 
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Kirsch teaches the individual collection indexes are transported over the Internet 
86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are utilized with accesses of the 
collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 90 and 92 based on the 
indexes. The above information shows that indexes are retrieved for transported over 
the Internet and are used or apply to search the collections 88, 90 and 92 (fig. 5, col. 14, 
lines 62-67; col. 15, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Kirsch's teaching of the individual collection indexes 
are transported over the Internet 86 to a meta index processor 106. The indexes are 
utilized with accesses of the collections 88, 90 and 92 and searching the collections 88, 
90 and 92 based on the indexes to De's system in order to provide an efficient and 
effective method for searching the most relevant information database based on 
indexes. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cam Y T. Truong whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4042. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Firday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). / 




Cam Y Truong 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 21 62 
4/3/2006 



